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Eiectroipic  Chrome  Technologies 


Trivalent 

Brush  Plated 
Chrome 

Hexavalent 

— 

Chrome  Plating 

Capital  and  Installation  (Per  Trichrome  Lean  Cell) 

$30,000 

N/A 

Operational  Costs: 

Consumables  Cost  (25  square  inch  area,  1500  parts 

annually) 

$121,247 

$109,875 

Gas 

$0 

$0 

Labor  (Including  "Shipping  &  Handling"  and  Post-Plate 
Machining  and  Polishing  for  HVOF  and  Hexchrome) 

$29,580 

$318,750 

Rinsewater  treatment 

$0 

$500 

Disposal 

$0 

$1,000 

Annual  Total  (w/o  capital) 

$150,827 

$430,125 

Economic  Analysis  Summary: 

Annual  Savings  for  Trivalent  Brush  Plated  Chrome: 

$279,298 

Capital  Cost  for  Diversion  Equipment/Process: 

$30,000 

Payback  Period  for  Investment  in  Equipment/Process: 

Years 

0.11 

Months 
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